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CDOT State Highway 7 – Stakeholder Kickoff Meeting Summary 
 
Date:  Wednesday, December 14, 2011, 9:00 a.m. – 10:30 a.m. 
Location: Erie Community Center, Briggs Room, 450 Powers St., Erie, CO 
 
 

WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS AND OPENING REMARKS 
David Kosmiski, Project Manager of the State Highway 7 Planning and Environmental Linkage (SH 7 PEL) 
Study from the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT), greeted the group and explained that CDOT is 
looking forward to the partnership between the local agencies, the resource agencies and CDOT in completing 
the SH 7 PEL.   
 
Bob Felsburg, the SH 7 PEL Project Manager from Felsburg, Holt & Ullevig (FHU), facilitated introductions. 
 
 

PROJECT OVERVIEW 
Bob Felsburg outlined several important features of the SH 7 PEL Study, including the following:  
 
Future Growth Along SH 7: Communities along SH 7 are experiencing and will experience rapid population 
growth.  Therefore, the SH 7 PEL is a timely and important Study to effectively prepare for addressing potential 
growth demands.  
 
Diverse Study Area: The Study area includes SH 7 between U.S. 287 in Lafayette/Boulder County and U.S. 
85 in Brighton / Adams County.  Segment characteristics vary throughout the corridor, as do the land uses.    
 
Three Principles for the SH 7 PEL: Bob outlined the three key principles for the project: 1) to create a vision 
for the corridor that captures the commonalities and recognizes the unique characteristics of each community 
so that the jurisdictions can have cohesive plans for the future;  2) to build broad support for an implementable 
alternative with agency staff, elected officials and members of the public; and  3) to lay the framework for 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements throughout the Study, so that the jurisdictions have a 
strong foundation for a subsequent NEPA process if required for implementing strategies outlined in the PEL. 
 
Products of the Study: Three key products from the Study will include 1) a Corridor Assessment Report; 2) a 
Purpose and Need Statement; and 3) the PEL Study Report. 
 
 

THE STATE HIGHWAY 7 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGE STUDY 
Kevin Maddoux, Deputy Project Manager and Environmental Analysis Task Lead from FHU, explained the 
purpose of a PEL study and specific details about the SH 7 PEL.   

A PEL study is the interim step of evaluation for a transportation need or project that has been identified in the 
regional transportation plan, yet has not entered formal NEPA-level analysis.  The purpose of a PEL study is to 
perform preliminary analysis and make decisions not completed as a part of traditional regional level planning 
that will make NEPA level evaluation and decision making more transparent to resource agencies and the 
public. 

PEL represents an approach to transportation decision making that considers environmental, community and 
economic goals early in the planning stage and carries them through project development, design and 
construction.  This can lead to a seamless decision-making process that minimizes duplication of effort, 
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promotes efficient and cost-effective solutions and environmental stewardship and reduces delays in project 
implementation.  Transportation planners, NEPA practitioners, resource agency staff and the public are 
involved in the PEL process. 

Additionally, the PEL process is different than a Corridor Optimization Study (COS) because it takes the 
elements of the COS and includes more NEPA elements, so that the communities have a foundation for the 
NEPA process as strategies in the PEL can be implemented. 

For additional information on the SH 7 PEL and the proposed schedule, please review the “SH 7 PEL Process” 
and the “SH 7 PEL Schedule” boards included in the December 14, 2011 Stakeholder Meeting Boards and the 
December 14, 2011 Stakeholder Meeting Agenda and Handout. 

 

CORRIDOR CONTEXT/PREVIOUS STUDIES 
Jenny Young, the Transportation Analysis Task Leader from FHU, explained the context of the SH 7 corridor 
and highlighted the different characteristics of the corridor (downtown, rural, suburban residential, commercial 
and sites for future development).  The traffic volumes mirror these different land uses, and range from 12,000 
to 20,000 vehicles per day.  
 
Jenny also listed the previous studies that are relevant to the SH 7 PEL Study, indicating the importance for 
the PEL Study to be coordinated with these previous studies.  Additionally, the SH 7 PEL will utilize the 
environmental data from these previous studies [specifically the North I-25 Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) and the RTD Fastracks North Metro EIS].  The studies include: 
 
 SH 7, Cherryvale Road to 75th Street 

Environmental Analysis (CDOT) 
 Boulder County Comprehensive Plan 2010 
 Boulder County Transportation Master Plan – in 

progress 
 City of Lafayette Comprehensive Plan 2003 
 City of Lafayette Downtown Vision Plan 2011  
 Town of Erie Comprehensive Plan 2005  
 Town of Erie SH 7 Realignment Analysis  
 Vista Ridge Project 
 Pebble Creek Project 
 North I-25 Environmental Impact Statement 

2011 (CDOT) 
 RTD FasTracks North Metro Environmental 

Impact Statement 2011 (RTD) 
 Weld County Comprehensive Plan 2008 
 City of Louisville Comprehensive Plan 2009 
 City & County of Broomfield Comprehensive 

Plan 2005 
 City & County of Broomfield Transportation 

Plan 2005 

 City & County of Broomfield, Town of Erie and 
CDOT SH 7 Access Control Plan 2002 
(amended in 2010) 

 Anthem Development 
 City of Westminster Comprehensive Land Use 

Plan Update 2008 
 City of Thornton Comprehensive Plan 2007 
 City of Thornton Transportation Plan 2009 
 Denver Regional Council of Governments 

(DRCOG) 2035 Metro Vision Regional 
Transportation Plan 

 Adams County Comprehensive Plan 2004 
 City of Brighton Comprehensive Plan 2003 
 Access Control Plans (Erie, Thornton and 

Broomfield) 
 Weld/Adams County Line Crossroads 

Alignment Study 
 North I-25 PEL Study 
 York Study 
 Rocky Mountain Rail Authority High-Speed Rail 

Study 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS/CRITICAL ISSUES 
Jenny Young also highlighted some of the critical issues that will be addressed in the SH 7 PEL including: 
 
 Right-of-Way constraints 
 Historic constraints 
 Environmental constraints 
 Arterial roadways to relieve use of SH 7 
 Alignment of SH 7 
 
For additional information on the critical issues that will be addressed in the SH 7 PEL, please see the “SH 7 
PEL Critical Issues” board included in the December 14, 2011 Stakeholder Meeting Boards. 
 
 

AGENCY COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
Andrea Meneghel, Public Outreach Task Leader from CDR Associates, summarized the stakeholder and 
public engagement process for the SH 7 PEL Study, particularly explaining the following key characteristic of 
the public involvement plan: 
 
Key Stakeholder Interviews: Representatives from each jurisdiction and participating resource agency will be 
interviewed in January or February 2012 to identify goals, issues, concerns and project concepts.  The 
objective is for each interviewee to candidly share their thoughts about the SH 7 PEL Study.  Project Team 
members from CDR Associates and FHU will lead the interviews.  CDOT staff will attend the CDOT interviews 
for intra-agency coordination purposes. David Kosmiski and Kirk Webb, CDOT, encouraged stakeholders to 
share any ideas or concerns about CDOT during the interview process, in addition to their substantive 
comments about the SH 7 PEL Study. 
 
Visioning Workshop: In late February or early March 2012, a Visioning Workshop will be held to bring 
together the corridor community staffs and elected officials to understand, define and discuss commonalities 
and divergent viewpoints that exist.  The objective of the workshop is to begin building a common vision for the 
SH 7 corridor and to identify the key opportunities and challenges moving forward.  Additionally, the Study’s 
decision-making process and intended work plan will be established. 
 
Technical Working Group Meetings: The corridor’s local agencies’ technical staff will serve on a Technical 
Working Group (TWG) to collaboratively address the Study’s issues and form recommendations. They will 
serve as the primary contacts for each community and recommend how and when to involve their respective 
elected officials around key milestones or decision points. The TWG will meet every 6-8 weeks. 
 
Public Meetings: Two public meetings will be held in the corridor.  One will occur at the beginning of the Study 
(approximately April), and a second toward the end (approximately August). The meetings will provide the 
broader public with the opportunity to provide feedback and input around key milestones. 
 
Ongoing Public Outreach: Throughout the Study, the public will be able to learn about the project, provide 
comments and ask questions.  A web page will be hosted on the CDOT web site, which will include information 
about the Study and provide contacts for questions and comments.  CDR Associates (Andrea Meneghel and 
Joan Sabott) will serve as the key points of contact for members of the public.   
 
Project Team Communications & Coordination: Local agency staff and elected officials are encouraged to 
contact CDR Associates for public involvement purposes or if they have general questions about the project or 
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process. FHU will be the contact for technical issues. Dave Kosmiski and Kirk Webb should be contacted to 
discuss any issues relating to CDOT. 
 
 

SCHEDULE AND NEXT STEPS 
Andrea Meneghel reviewed the anticipated schedule for the stakeholder and public activities for the SH 7 PEL 
Study.  Upcoming events include: 
 
 Interviews with key stakeholders will occur in January and February, 2012. 
 A Visioning Workshop will be held in late February 2012 with stakeholders and elected officials. 
 Technical Working Group meetings will occur every 6-8 weeks throughout the Study. 
 Public meetings will occur at the beginning (approximately April) and end (approximately August) of the 

project around key milestones. 
 Ongoing public outreach will include a CDOT hosted web page and CDR Associates team members as 

the point of e-mail and phone contact for the public and stakeholders. 

 
 
STAKEHOLDER ROUNDTABLE 
Kirk Webb, SH 7 PEL Study Deputy Project Manager from CDOT, asked stakeholders to share their thoughts, 
interests and concerns about the Study.  The following are highlights: 
 
Corridor-Wide Comments 
 Jurisdiction-Driven Improvements: Typically, developers initiate and drive improvements.  One objective 

of this Study, for many stakeholders, is to “get ahead” of the developers so that jurisdictions have clear 
plans to provide to developers who wish to develop a project along SH 7.  Many jurisdictions reiterated the 
value of this Study to be able to have developers implement the desired plans of the communities. 
 

 Understanding of the State Highway Access Code: The Project Team and the stakeholders need to 
understand the benefits and limitations of the Code for this Study, so that the jurisdictions can change land 
use designations, and potentially the access category, to promote the types of improvements planned in 
the Study. 
 

 SH 7 Bypass: The traffic in jurisdictions along SH 7 can become very congested.  Several jurisdictions, 
including Boulder, Erie and Lafayette, want to address the need for and best option for a bypass of SH 7 
around congested traffic areas. Lafayette experiences back-ups and congestion from downtown to Lowell 
Blvd. during peak hours. 

 
 Open Space Constraints: Julie McKay, Boulder County, mentioned the importance of open space 

constraints when developing alternatives and identifying a bypass for SH 7. 
 

 Examination of the SH 7  Corridor West of US 287: Julie McKay also encouraged CDOT and the other 
stakeholders to view this corridor holistically, including SH 7 west of US 287 because of the effects that the 
east and west sides of US 287 have on each other, the travel projections along the entire corridor, and the 
need to facilitate regional travel.  Discussions among Boulder County, Erie, Lafayette, and CDOT R4 
during the development of Boulder County’s Transportation Master Plan have been a useful starting point 
in understanding the corridor’s future needs and identifying possible approaches to meeting them. She is 
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hopeful that discussions with CDOT will continue to address the corridor on both sides of SH 287. Gary 
Behlen, Town of Erie, expressed support for Boulder County’s perspective.  

 
 Speed Limits Along SH 7: Gary Behlen, Town of Erie, requested that the speed limits on SH 7 be 

reviewed and potentially reduced.  Kirk Allen and Ina Zisman, CDOT, reminded the group that, while the 
speed limits can be reviewed, they are constrained by federal and state laws. However, CDOT is willing to 
explore the issue. 

 
 Transit Service: Several stakeholders mentioned the importance of assessing corridor-wide bus service 

from Brighton to Boulder, including the potential for express service. Support was expressed for 
establishing a park-n-Ride in the corridor and providing a bus connection to the FasTracks North Metro rail 
station.   

 
 Multimodal Use: Many stakeholders are interested in addressing multimodal uses in the SH 7 PEL Study 

and the following points were made: 
o Randall Rutsch, City of Boulder, is interested in prioritizing the number of people traveling the 

corridor, rather than moving more vehicles through the corridor.  He mentioned the value of 
such improvements as queue jumps and signal prioritization to promote multimodal use. 

o Support was expressed for the development of additional park-n-Rides, due to the at- or over-
capacity use of existing p-n-R’s along the corridor.   

o Gene Putman shared drawings for multimodal access and additional parking at the I-25 and SH 
7 interchange with FHU, which can be distributed to the full stakeholder group.   

o Debra Baskett, City & County of Broomfield, indicated that the corridor should become a 
multimodal corridor that includes bike lanes, multi-use sidewalks and two-way lanes in each 
direction with turn pockets and landscaped medians. Debra indicated that the City and County 
of Broomfield is far along in developing this vision for their segment.  

o Fred Sandal, DRCOG, emphasized the importance of developing multi-modal options that 
involve transit given that there is an anticipation that future funding for improvements will be 
constrained.  

o Julie McKay agreed with the shared desire to develop SH 7 as a multimodal travel corridor, 
noting that this vision is consistent with Boulder County’s vision for the corridor west of SH 287. 
She also requested that project maps also display major transit (bus, rail) service and facilities 
(park-n-Rides, North Metro FasTracks station, etc.) so that the multimodal features of the 
corridor can be easily seen.  

 
 Access: There are safety concerns related to left-hand turns onto and off of SH 7, typically at private 

residences.  As a result, speed, accidents and the potential for right in / right out turning are concerns.  
Jeanne Shreve, Adams County, emphasized the importance of balancing access with mobility in the Study. 
 

 Connectivity: Fred Sandal, DRCOG, indicated the value of this Study in providing enhanced connectivity 
with the rest of the region.  Connectivity is an increasingly important issue for DRCOG as it updates 
MetroVision. 

 
 Optimization of Traffic Flow: Monica Pavlik, FHWA, would like the Study to assess operational strategies 

to optimize traffic flow through the corridor, including any transition that may occur at the SH 287 
intersection 

 
 Travel Demand Modeling: As a part of its Transportation Master Plan development, Boulder County is 

using DRCOG’s 2035 travel demand model, which includes the extension of South Boulder Road from 
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120th (Lafayette) to Lowell Blvd (Broomfield) . Boulder County has completed their model runs with and 
without this extension to test the effects on other facilities. The SH 7 modeling needs to consider the 
demands on the corridor with and without the Boulder Road extension, as travel demand on SH 7 without 
the South Boulder Road extension will be greater. Doug Short, City of Lafayette, agreed that this is 
something that should be examined in the SH 7 PEL Study.   

 
 Sensitivity Analysis: Several stakeholders mentioned the importance of performing a sensitivity analysis 

as part of the Study, to enhance modeling efforts. 
 
 
Location-Specific Comments 

 
 McWhinney Development: Debra Baskett shared the City & County of Broomfield’s disapproval of a 

surface parking lot at the McWhinney development, in favor of a mixed-use development with shared 
structured parking.    

 
 162nd Avenue Station/End-of-the-Line Parking on RTD FasTracks North Metro Corridor: Bob Boot 

indicated that RTD continues to communicate with Terry Irwin, the developer, about a parking garage at 
the end-of-the-line station on the North Metro Corridor. 

 
 168th Avenue: Elizabeth Relford, Weld County, and Gene Putman mentioned the importance of assessing 

traffic operational impacts at the intersections along 168th and reconnecting the offset intersections along 
168th Avenue.  There are safety concerns associated with the offset intersections on 168th Avenue, and this 
Study provides an opportunity to address them. 

 
 Flooding and Drainage Issues: Doug Short, City of Lafayette, mentioned flooding and drainage issues 

that need to be considered at SH 7 and 119th Street in Lafayette during the Study. 
 
Stakeholder and Public Outreach 
 Role of Elected Officials in the SH 7 PEL Study: Stakeholders inquired about the role of the elected 

officials from corridor jurisdictions in the Study.  The Project Team explained that they would like ongoing 
input from the staff contacts for guidance as to when it is necessary and appropriate to engage the elected 
officials.  It was requested that elected officials should be involved in the Visioning Workshop and that there 
should be a portion of the workshop that is focused on policy issues and focused on the interests of the 
elected officials. It is important that they are free to speak candidly about the Study.  It is important for 
elected officials to understand project developments before they are announced to the public. 

 
 Initial Public Meeting: It was requested that a brief outline of alternatives be presented at the first public 

meeting so that the public has an opportunity to react to them before the Draft SH 7 PEL Study is released.  
Kirk Webb indicated that the substance of this public meeting will be discussed with the stakeholders, but 
that the key objective is to allow an opportunity for the public to articulate their concerns, issues, desires 
and to understand the objective of the PEL.  David Kosmiski added that this public meeting also will serve 
the purpose of setting expectations for the public that money is not currently available to implement the 
selected alternative. 

 
 Project Web page: A page on the CDOT Web site will be available in January 2012, which will host 

project-related information.  A link will be distributed to the TWG when the page is functional.    
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 I-25 PEL Study and SH 7 PEL Study Joint Meeting: Gene Putman suggested that the stakeholders for 
these two PEL Studies, which share a common point, hold a joint meeting to discuss the I-25/SH 7 
interchange.  David Kosmiski indicated that this can be arranged. Additionally, Gene has diagrams for a 
“Divergent Diamond Interchange” to be considered for the interchange. RTD is working with a developer to 
design an end of line station at I-25 and SH 7 for the North Metro line.  

 
 Ongoing Public Outreach: Jeanne Shreve asked about the role of the key stakeholders in reaching out to 

the general public throughout the corridor.  The Project Team indicated that they would provide support to 
the key stakeholders to engage the public throughout the project, including being available for small group 
meetings during the Study. 

 
 TWG Meetings: The group indicated that the Erie Community Center was an acceptable location to hold 

its meetings throughout the Study. 
 
Materials Requested 

o Project Maps: Julie McKay requested that project maps also display major transit (bus, rail) 
service and facilities (park-n-Rides, North Metro FasTracks station, etc.) so that the multimodal 
features of the corridor can be easily seen.  

 

 
MEETING MATERIALS  
 December 14, 2011 Stakeholders Kick-off Meeting Agenda and Handout 
 December 14, 2011 Stakeholder Meeting Boards 

o SH 7 PEL Critical Issues 
o SH 7 PEL Definition 
o SH 7 PEL Previous Studies 
o SH 7 PEL Process 
o SH 7 PEL Schedule 

 December 14, 2011 Stakeholder Meeting Summary 

 
 
MEETING ATTENDEES 
 

 NAME AFFILIATION 
1. Jeanne Shreve Adams County 
2. Julie McKay Boulder County 
3. Yates Oppermann CDOT Environmental Programs Branch (EPB). 
4. Dan Marcucci CDOT Region 4 
5. Karen Schneiders CDOT Region 4 
6. Ina Zisman CDOT Region 4 
7. Kirk Allen CDOT Region 6 
8. Dan Hermann CDOT Region 6 
9. David Kosmiski CDOT Region 6 
10. Kevin Radel CDOT Region 6 
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11. Brad Sheehan CDOT Region 6 
12. Kirk Webb CDOT Region 6 
13. Andrea Meneghel CDR Associates 
14. Joan Sabott CDR Associates 
15. Debra Baskett City & County of Broomfield 
16. Brian Pinkerton City & County of Denver 
17. Randall Rutsch City of Boulder 
18. Gene Putman City of Thornton 
19. Fred Sandal Denver Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG) 
20. Monica Pavlik Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
21. Jeff Dankenbring Felsburg, Holt & Ullevig (FHU) 
22. Bob Felsburg FHU 
23. Kevin Maddoux FHU 
24. Jenny Young FHU 
25. Bob Boot Regional Transportation District (RTD) 
26. Gary Behlen Town of Erie 
27. Elizabeth Relford Weld County 
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14.  Andrea Meneghel CDR Associates 
15.  Jeffrey Range CDR Associates 
16.  Debra Baskett City & County of Broomfield 
17.  Dennis McCloskey City & County of Broomfield 
18.  Greg Stokes City & County of Broomfield 
19.  Patrick Quinn City & County of Broomfield 
20.  Tom Schomer City & County of Broomfield 
21.  Annette Marquez City of Brighton 
22.  Joe Smith City of Brighton 
23.  Lynn Baca City of Brighton 
24.  Brad Wiesley City of Lafayette 
25.  Carolyn Cutler City of Lafayette 
26.  Christine Berg  City of Lafayette 
27.  Doug Short City of Lafayette 
28.  Gary Klaphake City of Lafayette 
29.  Pete D'Oronzio City of Lafayette 
30.  Steve Kracha City of Lafayette 
31.  Gene Putman City of Thornton 
32.  Mack Goodman City of Thornton 
33.  Steve Rudy DRCOG 
34.  Bob Felsburg Felsburg Holt & Ullevig  
35.  Brady Weingardt Felsburg Holt & Ullevig 
36.  Jeff Dankenbring Felsburg Holt & Ullevig 
37.  Jenny Young Felsburg Holt & Ullevig  
38.  Kevin Maddoux Felsburg Holt & Ullevig  
39.  Monica Pavlik FHWA 
40.  Dick Schillawski Public 
41.  Nataly Erving RTD 
42.  Gary Behlen Town of Erie 
43.  Joe Wilson Town of Erie 
44.  Mark Gruber Town of Erie 
45.  Ronda Grassi Town of Erie 
46.  Barbara Kirkmeyer Weld County 
47.  Elizabeth Relford Weld County 

 























HISPANIC AND LATINO OUTREACH 
Francisco Miraval, a Spanish language speaker, provided the following outreach to the 
corridor’s Hispanic and Latino population.   
 
On March 6, 2013, the following Brighton businesses received public meetings materials: 
 Panadería La Central 
 Tacos y Salsa 
 El Coyote Grill 
 El Pescador Mexican Food 
 Aguila Azteca 
 Carnicería Jerez 
 Las Palomas Miscelaneas 
 Tortilleria Cuauhtemoc 
 Valenzuela Garage 
 Tortilleria Chihuahua 

 Brighton’s Laundry 
 Juanita’s Salon  
 Aguirre’s Tax Services 
 Flor de Lis  
 Azteca Bakery 
 Tacos Rapidos 
 Moda Latina 
 La Placita 
 Sandra’s Salon 
 Fiesta Time 

 
On March 7, 2013, the following Lafayette businesses received public meetings materials: 
 
 Efrain Restaurant 
 Santiago’s 
 La Familia 

 
The information about the public meetings was published as a calendar item by Viva Colorado 
and by El Heraldo (in both cases, in their electronic editions.) 
 
The media advisory was sent in English and in Spanish to Univision, Azteca America, 
Telemundo, Viva Colorado, El Heraldo, El Hispano, El Comercio, Fuente de Vida, Hola 
Discount, Radio Luz, Radio Mana, Radio Que Bueno, Radio 1150 AM, and to several 
independent producers. In total, 25 local Latino reporters received the information. 
 
The information about the public meetings was posted on Francisco Miraval’s Project Vision 
21Facebook page (several times) and Twitter feed (before the public meetings.) 
 
Public meetings information was included in daily news segments Project Vision 21 produces for 
Radio Luz 1650 AM and for Radio Mana (www.radiomana.com.) 
 
 
SH 7 PEL KEY STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH 
 
 
Key Stakeholder Organization/Group Type of Outreach 
Anthem Highlands and Anthem Ranch 
Homeowners Association 

Electronic copy of flyer for Anthem to 
distribute to their e-mail lists.  Debra 
Wyatte, Community Manager of Anthem 
Highlands distributed the flyer 
electronically to approximately 850 
contacts.  Denise Hogenes, Community 
Manager of Anthem Ranch, distributed the 
flyer electronically to approximately 900 
homeowners.  Anthem offices also will 
display the flyer 



Todd Creek Farms An e-mail was distributed to Todd Creek 
Farms through their Property Management 
Group AssociaColorado. The Todd Creek 
Master Association received the 
information which manages Eagle 
Shadows, Eagle Shadows South, Todd 
Creek Vistas, Todd Creek Estates, Hawk 
Ridge and Silver Springs. It posted the SH 
7 PEL Public Meetings flyer to their web 
site and also distributed an e-mail to 
approximately 350 homeowners 

SH 7 PEL Technical Working Group  TWG members publicized the SH 7 PEL 
Public Meetings by distributing flyers to 
public facilities within the corridor such as 
libraries and recreation centers; advanced 
the media advisory to their Public 
Information Officers and rebroadcasted the 
message through their respective 
communication channels; posted meeting 
information on their respective 
County/City/Town web site, forwarded the  
e-mail notifications directly to select 
contacts. 

 
 
PUBLIC MEETINGS MEDIA ADVISORY  
 
Media Advisory: 
 
 

 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
February 15, 2013 
 
Media Contact: 
Mindy Crane, CDOT Public Information Office 
Ph. 303-757-9469  
Email: mindy.crane@state.co.us 
 

CDOT Project Contact 
David Kosmiski, CDOT SH 7 PEL Project Manager 
Ph. (303)398-6767 
Email: david.kosmiski@state.co.us

PUBLIC MEETINGS FOR CDOT’S STUDY OF  
STATE HIGHWAY 7 

 
The public is invited to review and provide comments on the findings and 

recommendations of the State Highway 7 corridor study.  
 
February 15, 2013 – The Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) has been conducting a 
Planning and Environmental Linkage (PEL) study on State Highway 7 (SH 7) between U.S. 85 in 



Brighton and U.S. 287 in Lafayette. The study began by assessing existing conditions and anticipated 
problem areas along the corridor. Over the course of the study, CDOT has developed and evaluated 
alternatives that reduce congestion, improve operations and enhance the safety of the road. These 
recommendations are being presented to the public on March 6, in Brighton and March 7, in Lafayette. 

The SH 7 PEL is an important study to identify transportation solutions to address the expected 
population and employment growth in the region. It has evaluated the existing and future operations of 
the highway. There are varying characteristics throughout the corridor such as Lafayette’s downtown, 
rural stretches, suburban areas and sites designated for substantial commercial development. CDOT is 
presenting recommendations to improve the corridor while being responsive to each of the corridor 
communities’ goals for growth and development. The study is helping to define a common vision 
throughout the corridor while recognizing and maintaining the unique characteristics of its diverse 
segments. 

Purpose of the Public Meetings 
CDOT is inviting the public to review and provide input on the study’s findings and recommendations for 
the SH 7 corridor. The public will be able to directly interact with the CDOT Project Team, who will be on 
hand to provide information, answer questions and listen to additional suggestions.  The public is 
encouraged to provide comments and ideas. Information obtained will assist CDOT in finalizing the 
study. 

Public Meeting Information 
Wednesday, March 6, 2013 
4:30 p.m. to 7 p.m. 
The Armory 
300 Strong Street, Brighton, CO 80601 

Thursday, March 7, 2013 
4:30 p.m. to 7 p.m. 
Lafayette Public Library  
775 West Baseline Road, Lafayette, CO 80026 

 
Meeting Format: The public meetings will use an open house format with display boards, 
corridor maps and other information stations. Attendees will be able to provide comments and 
input in various formats. The public is encouraged to stop by at any time during the meetings. 
 
For more information about the study please visit http://www.coloradodot.info/projects/sh7pel 
Comments about this study can also be submitted through the web page.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



SH 7 PEL Study June 2012 Public Meetings Outreach Report 14 
 

CDOT FACEBOOK POSTINGS 
 
 

CDOT FACEBOOK POSTS: 
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SH 7 PEL NEWSPAPER ARTICLES 
 
The Daily Camera, March 3rd  

Public meeting on Colo. 7 alignment study set 
for Thursday in Lafayette 
By John Aguilar, Camera Staff Writer 
Posted:   03/06/2013 04:37:47 PM MST 
Updated:   03/06/2013 07:17:32 PM MST 
 
A public meeting on the Colorado Department of Transportation's Colo. 7 alignment study will 
be at 4:30 p.m. Thursday at the Lafayette Public Library, 775 W. Baseline Road.  
 
CDOT is inviting the public to review and provide input on the study's findings and 
recommendations for the corridor. The agency's project team will be on hand to answer questions 
and listen to suggestions.  
 
For more information about the study, visit CDOT. 
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The Daily Post, March 5th  
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The Daily Post, March 7th  
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